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PROPOSED VALIDATION UNDER THE PLENARY POWERS OF 
THE GENERIC NAME “ AURELIA ” LAMARCK, 1816 (CLASS 
SCYPHOZOA) 


By W. J. REES, D.Sc. 
(British Museum (Natural History), London) 


(Commission Reference : Z.N.(S.) 1032) 


The object of the present application is to ask the International Commission 
to use its Plenary Powers to validate the generic name Aurelia Lamarck, 1816. 
This name is known to every zoologist and the genus so named appears in 
every textbook as a typical genus. The need for preventing the disappearance 
of this name on technical nomenclatorial grounds is therefore self-evident. 
The facts of this case are set out briefly in the following paragraphs. 


2. In 1816 (Hist. nat. Anim. sans Vertébr. 2 : 512—514) Lamarck published 
the generic name Aurelia, placing eight nominal species in the genus so named. 
The third of these species, which Lamarck called by the vernacular (French) 
name “ Aurélie rose” and by the Latin name Aurelia aurita (= Medusa 
aurita Linnaeus, 1758, Syst. Nat. (ed. 10) 1 : 660), the Common Jellyfish of 
European waters. This species is always treated as being representative of this 
genus. 


3. The difficulty in connection with this name is that, as Lamarck himself 
clearly shows, it was not published by him as a new name, being only a variant 
spelling with a single “1” for the name Aurellia (with a double “ 1”) published 
by Péron & Lesueur six years earlier ([1810], Ann. Mus. Hist. nat. Paris 
14(83) : 357). The third of the species placed by these authors in this genus 
was given by them the Latin name Aurellia rosea and the vernacular (French) 
name “ Aurellie rose” (: 358). This species was stated to be the same as 
“ Medusa aurita Miller, Zool. Dan. Icon. tab. LXXVI, fig. 1—3, et tabl. 
LXXVII, fig. 1—5 (1780) ”, i.e. Medusa aurita Linnaeus, 1758. This generic 
name lay dormant and neglected for exactly one hundred years, for it was not 
until 1910 (Medusae of the World 3 : 604, 618) that Mayer drew attention to it 
and substituted it for Aurelia Lamarck, 1816. 


4, Since, as explained in the preceding paragraph, there is nomenclatorially 
no such generic name as Aurelia Lamarck as contrasted with Aurellia Péron & 
Lesueur, Lamarck’s variant Aurelia does not possess a type species and no 
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type species can be assigned to it unless and until the name Aurelia is validated 
by the Commission under its Plenary Powers. The obvious choice as the type 
species of Aurelia is Medusa aurita Linnaeus, the species for which this name 
is always used. 


5. The change in the spelling of this generic name from the long-established 
Aurelia to the barbarous and long-neglected Aurellia—as also the change in 
the attribution of this name from Lamarck to Péron & Lesueur—was fully 
justified under the normal provisions of the Règles and, as such, it has been 
followed in the last year or two by a few workers who were anxious to comply 
with the Régles but who did not realise that in a case such as the present it is 
both possible and desirable to seek relief through applying to the International 
Commission for the use of its Plenary Powers to preserve a well-known and long- 
established name. Fortunately, in the present case no harm has been done 
by the delay in bringing this matter to the attention of the Commission, for 
despite Mayer’s paper the spelling Aurelia has held its own, as also has the 
attribution of this name to Lamarck. It is very desirable that this name should 
be placed beyond the reach of further ambiguity and it is for this reason that the 
International Commission is now asked to suppress the name Aurellia Péron & 
Lesueur for the purposes of the Law of Priority, though not for those of the 
Law of Homonymy, thus validating the name Aurelia Lamarck. 


6. Mayer in his Medusae of the World treated this genus as the type genus 
of a family-group taxon AURELINAE, which he treated as a subfamily of the 
family ULMARIDAE. The above family name dates back to Agassiz (J.L.R.) 
(1862, Contrib. nat. Hist. U.S.A., Monogr. 2 (Part 3) : v, 80, 159), by whom 
it was used in the form AURELIDAE (i.e. as the name for a taxon of full family 
rank). 


7. In correspondence on this subject Mr. Hemming took the view that 
the spelling AURELIDAE was defective, the correct spelling being AURELIIDAE 
(or AURELUNAE, according to the view taken as to the status of the family-group 
taxon so named). In order to dispose of any doubts on this subject Professor 
L. W. Grensted, the Consulting Classical Adviser to the International 
Commission, was asked to furnish a Report on the question of the correct form 
for this name. The Report, dated 10th January 1956, furnished by Professor 
Grensted in response to the foregoing invitation, was as follows :— 


The word aurelia is the feminine form of an old Italian word aurelio and was 
originally used for what is now a chrysalis (= ypvoaAdis). There are classical 
names (e.g. Marcus Aurelius) behind this word but it is not itself a classical 
Latin word. In any case it would be feminine in gender. The subfamily name 
cannot be anything except AURELIIDAE. It is a perfectly normal case of a 


cé 


first declension noun in “ -ta ” 
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8. It is evident in the circumstances that the form in which this family- 
group name should now be placed on the Official List is the corrected form and 
that the Invalid Original Spelling AURELIDAE must be placed on the Official 
Index of Rejected and Invalid Names in Zoology. 


9. For the reasons set out in the present application, the International 
Commission on Zoological Nomenclature is asked :— 


(1) to use its Plenary Powers :— 


(a) to suppress the generic name Aurellia Péron & Lesueur, [1810}, for 
the purposes of the Law of Priority but not for those of the 
Law of Homonymy ; 


(b) to validate the generic name Aurelia as from Lamarck, 1816 
with Medusa aurita Linnaeus, 1758, as type species ; 


(2) to place the under-mentioned generic name on the Official Last of Generic 
Names in Zoology: Aurelia Lamarck, 1816, as validated under the 
Plenary Powers under (1)(b) above (gender : feminine) (type species, 
by designation under the Plenary Powers under (1)(b) above: Medusa 
aurita Linnaeus, 1758 ; 


(3) to place the under-mentioned specific name on the Official List of Specific 
Names in Zoology: aurita Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the com- 
bination Medusa aurita (specific name of type species of Aurelia 
Lamarck, 1816) ; 


(4) to place on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in 
Zoology the generic name specified in (1)(a) above as there suppressed 
under the Plenary Powers ; 


(5) to place the under-mentioned specific name on the Official Index of 
Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology: rosea Péron & 
Lesueur, 1810, as published in the combination Awrellia rosea (a 
junior objective synonym of aurita Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the 
combination Medusa aurita) ; 


(6) to place the under-mentioned family-group name on the Official List 
of Family-Group Names in Zoology: AURELIUDAE (correction of 
AURELIDAE) Agassiz (J.L.R.), 1862 (type genus: Aurelia Lamarck, 
1816) ; 


(7) to place the under-mentioned family-group name on the Official Index 
of Rejected and Invalid Family-Group Names in Zoology: AURELIDAE 
Agassiz (J.L.R.), 1862 (an Invalid Original Spelling for AURELTIDAE). 


